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Cosey C. Grant, P.E.
Secretary, Standards Council

28 April 2004

To: Interested Parties

Subject

Dear Interested Parties

At its meeting of 15 April 2004, the Standards Council considered appeals on the above
referenced matter.

Attached is the final decision of the Standards Council on this matter.

Sjncere]y,

~.4~-
Casey C. Grant, P .E.
Secretary, NFP A Standards Council

c: D. Berry, M. Brodoff, R. Cote, L. Nisbet, R. Solomon, L. Winnett
Members, TCC on Safety to Life (SAF-AAC)
Members, TC on Health Care Occupancies (SAF-HEA)
Members, NFP A Standards Council
Individuals Providing Appeal Conunentary

-- - - - - - --
-NOTE: Participants in NFPA's codes and standards making p-ocess should know that limited review of this decision
may be sought from the NFPA Board of Directors. For the rules describing the available review and the method for
petitioning the Board for review, please consult section 1.7 of the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects
and the NFPA Regulations Governing Petitions to the Board of Directors from Decisions of the Standards .council.
Notice of the intent to file such a petition must be s~itled to the Clerk of the Board of Directors within I S calendar
davs of the Date of Decision noted in the subject line of this letter.



At its meeting of ] 5 April 2004, the Standards Counci] considered an appeal regarding the
issuance of proposed Tentative Interim Amendment (T]A) No. 787 on the 2003 edition ofNFPA
]0], LifeSqfety Codefl:l. The proposed T]A seeks to add new text to Chapters]8 and ]9 ofNFPA
]0] to address the p]acement of a]coho]-based hand sanitizers in new and existing hea]th care
occupancies.

Proposed TJA No. 787 was submitted by the Technical Committee (TC) on Health Care
Occupancies, and was generated by the TC at their recent February 2004 meeting in response to
an appeal on an earlier version of this TJA addressed in January 2004 by the Standards Council
(see SC# 04-1-12; D# 04-02). At that time, the Council denied issuance of the initial version of
the TJA (No. 769) but directed that the "... TC work with the appellants to review the outstanding
technical concerns, and consider the necessary steps to resolve these concerns including, if
appropriate, the generation of a revised nA."

The result of this effort is TJA No. 787 currently before the Council. This TJA was balloted
through the Technical Correlating Committee (TCC) on Safety to Life and the TC on Health
Care Occupancies in accordance with the Regulations Governing Committee Projects (Regs.).
The TJA ballot passed the TC and TCC on both technical merit and emergency nature and no
appeal opposing its issuance has been filed. The only issue before the Council, therefore, is a
request that the TJA be issued on the 2000 edition as well as the cun-ent 2003 edition of NFP A
101. Generally under NFPA rules, TJA's shall apply only to the document existing at the time of
issuance and, in some circumstances, to the next edition. (See Regs. at 5-8). The rules, however,
give the Council flexibility to make an exception where circumstances warrant. (See Regs. at 5-
10).

The Council has been informed that, as a practical matter, the health care occupancies to which
the TIA is intended to apply are governed, through federal regulatory adopt jon, by the 2000
edition of the Life Safety Code<x>. Thjs edition, having only been recently adopted by federal
regulators, is not likely to be supe~ed for several years. The appellants further indicate that
federal incorporation ofTIA No. 787 will be greatly facilitated jfjt js issued directly on that 2<XX>
edition. Fjnally, they note that the Life Safety Cod~ text to which the TIA applies is essentially
identical (wjth minor editorial adjustment) jn both editions, and the nA, theref~, can readily be
applied to both the cun-ent and prevjous -editions. Given these cjreumstances, along with the
magnitude of the infection control problem that this nA will address, the Council has
determined, in this instance, to grant the request of the appellants. Attordjngly, after reviewing
all the information available to it, the Council has voted to issue TIA 787 on both the 2003
edition and the 2000 edition ofNFPA 101.



Tentative Interim Amendment

2000 Edition

Reference: Chapters 18 and 19
TIA 00-1 (101)
(SC-O4-4-17/Log 787A)

Pursuant to Section S of the NFPA Regulations Governing Committee Projects. the National Fire Protection Association
has issued the following Tentative Interim Amendment to NFPA 101., Life Safety Code", 2000 edition. The TIA was
processed by the Safety to Life Comminee, and was issued by the Standards Council on April IS, 2004, with an effective
date of May S, 2004.

A Tent.tive Interim Amendment is tentative because it has not been processed through the entire standards-making
procedures. It is interim because it is effective only between editions of the standard. A nA automatically becomes a
proposal of the proponent fOT the next edition of the standard; as such, it then is subject to all of the procedu~ of the

standards-making process.

J. Add new lexl to Chapler 18 for new hea/lh care occupancies as follows:

8.43 unless all of the followine conditions are met:
(1) Where disnensers are installed in a corridor. the corridor shall have a minimum width of(I.8 m). 6 ft
/2) The maximum individual dis~nser fluid canacitv shall be:

ia) (1.2 L) 03 2al for disoensers in rooms. corridors. and areas ooento corridors
(b) 12.0 L) 0.5 2al for dis~sers in suites of rooms

(3) The di~nsers shall have a minimum horizontal snaciu ofil.2 m) 4 ft from each other.
(4) Not more than an a211:aate (37.8 L) 10 ~al of alcohol-based hand-rub solution shall be in use in a sin2le smoke

com~nment outside of a stora~ cabinet.
(5) Smae ofguantities ~ater than (18.9 L) 5 281 in a sinele smokecomoartment shall meet the reQuirements ofNFPA

30. Flammable and Combuslible liQuids Code.
(6) The disnensers shall not be installed over or directlv adiacent to an i~ition source.
(7) In locations with ca~ted floor coverinu. digosers installed directlv over cameted surfaces shall be nennitted only

in mrinkJered smoke comoanrnents.
18.3.2.8 18.a.~. + Buildings housing health care occupancies, as indicated in 18.1.1.1.2, that have rooftop helipons shall

be protected in accordance with NFPA 418, SIQndardfor Heliports.
18.23.3* Aisles, corridors, and ramps required for exit access in a hospital or nursing home shall be not less than (2.4

m) 8 ft in clear and unobstructed width. Where ramps are used as exits, see 18.2.2.6.
£:xt:eption No. J:. Aisles. corridors. and ramps in adjuncl areas nol intended for the housing, treatment. or use of
inpalients shall be not less Ihan( I J 2 cm 44 in.) in clear and unobstrucled width.

. n : Wh eo minimum rrid r widlh i I I. ~ . Ii 'm.2 c in. r I

wall Q},ow the handrail hei£hl. shall be ~nnillH for the i1l.ftallat;on of hand-rub disoeminv units in accoroonce with
18.3.2.7.
Exception No.~ ~ Exil access within a room or suile of rooms complying with Ihe requiremenls of 18.2.5.

18.2.3.4 Aisles, corridors, and ramps ~uired for exit access in a limited care facility or hospital for psychiatric care
shall be not less than (1.8 m) 6 ft in clear and unobstructed width. Where ramps are used as exits, see 18.2.2.6.
Exception No. J:. Aisles. corridors. and ramps in adjuncl areas not intended for the housing, treatment, or use of
inoalients shall be not less Ihan(1 12 cm) 44 in. clear and "nobstructed widlh.~



Er~eotion No. 2: Wher~ minimum corridor width is/I.B mJ. 6li nroiections ofmaximum/15.2 cmJ 6 in. from t/t~ corridor

18.3.2.7.
Exception No.~ ~ Exit access within a room or su;Ie of rooms comp~ving with the requirements of 18.2.5.
A.183.2.7 The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention on Octobel- 25- 2002. issued the Guidelines for Hand
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bedroom or within suites of rooms- the overall efficacv of staff use has been omven to increase bv over 20 oen:ent.

soaR or antimicrobial soaos.
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i&nition of adiacent fuel loads/combustibles. and sorinkler activation.
The tenabilitY value for this ~rt was chosen to be conservative. The fire modelin2 does clearlY show that UD to ll.2-L)
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twice the allowable value. we feel that this is still an acceotable result. The scenario with (1.8-m) 6-ft corridors and all
doors closed. which is a vm extreme case comRared to actual conditions. does show some concerns comoared to our
t
te tu. w w at e t
si&DiflCantlx. This scenario helZ to IZ[2ve that the hazard is ac~table.
The results clearlv indicate that the12-L) 0.5-2al container size to be unacceDtable in a corridor location. In addition. the

. t

t visibi. w t. t. t
'soot and CO Yields) that are not validated via anv test data or other available data sourecs. The vields used are based on
en&ineerin&iud~t and need further studX to make a firm reco~dation.
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acceRtable based on various factors. such as tvne of smoke Jirritatin2 vs. non-irritatiM). travel distances. and familiaritY
with e5CaRC mutes.. etc.
The results showed that none of the fuel tar2ets Rut into the models would i2nite based on the desien fires chosen. This
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2. Add new text to Chapter 19 for existing health care OCCIIJHlncies asfollows:
19.3.2.7* Alcohol-based Hand-rub Solutions. Alcohol-based hand-rub disnensers shall be Drocected in accordance

with 8.4.3 unless all of the following conditions are met:
i I) Where disoensers are installed in a corridor. the corridor shall have a minimum width of {1.8 01).6 ft
(2) The maximum individual di~ fluid caoaci~ shall be:
la\ (1.2 L) 0.31al for diBDSefS in roorns. corridors. and areas ~ to corridors
(b) (2.0 L\ 0.5 2al for diBnsers in suites ofroorns

13\ The disoensers shall have a minimum horizontal sQacin2 of{I.2 m) 4 ft from each other.
(4\ Not more than an 82QIeQ8te (37.8 L\ 10 v:al of alcohol-based hand-rub solution shall be in use in a sinRIe snX>ke

cgD)Rll:1ment outside of 8 sto[lee cabinet.
(5) Storaee ofauantities~terthanI18.9 L\ 5 &al in a siDde smoke £mImIn~t shall ~t the ~uire~ts ofNFPA

30. Flammable and Combustible LiQuids Code.e . sh .nst or irectl 'acent t iti n s u

{n In locations with c~ted floor coverina- di~ installed directly ova- ca~ted surfaces shall be ~itted only
in smjnklered smoke c2D)glrtments.



19.2.3.3* Any required aisle, corridor, or ramp shall be not less than (1.2 m) 4 ft in clear width where serving as means
of egress from patient sleeping rooms. The aisle, corridor, or ramp shall be arranged to avoid any obstructions to the
convenient removal of nonambulatory persons carried on stretchers or on mattresses serving as stretchers.
Exception No. J.. Aisles. corridors. and ramps in adjunct areas not intended .for the housing. treatment. or use oj
inpatients shall be not less than (J /1 cm) 44 in. in clear and unobstructed width.

. r . 'mu r r w' i 6 r .ect' 'm 'mum J
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Exception No..1;. ~ Exit access within a room or suite oJrooms complying with the requirements oj / 9.1,5,
A.19.3.2.7 TheCentcrs for Disease Control and Prevention on October 25. 2002. issued the Guidelines (or Hand

H)lgiene in Hea/th-CQre Settin~s rMMWR 2002: 51 (no. RR-16)1. which hi2h1v recommends the olacement of alcohol-
based hand-rub solutions in convenient locations of Ratient care areas of health care or2anizations. Clinical studies
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soaR or antimicrobial soaRs.
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jenition of adiacent fuel loads/combustibles. and sorinkler activation.
The tenabilitv value for this reDOl1 was chosen to be conservative. The fire rnodelin2 does clearlv show that un to '12-L )

0.3-2al container size in a corridor and un to a f2-L) O_5-&al container size in a suite location to be acc~table for either
Ethyl: or lsooronvl Alcohol based nroducts. Excm! for a scenario that modeled the (12.L) O.3-&al Is~roR~1 Alcohol
con

twice the allowable yalue. we feel that this is still an acceotable result. The scenario with (1.8-m) 6-1\. corridors and all
doors closed. which is a Very extreme case comoared to actual conditions. does show some concerns comR~ to our

temoerature in this scenario did droR below the tenabili~ threshold (which has a factor of safe~ of 1m but not
si2Dificantly. This scenario heIDS to orove that the hazard is acc~table-

re 0 e ari w't a ' d t v' i . . .0 ed t

the visibiIitv in the corridor droooed sli2htlv below our assi&ned threshold- The calZ! scenario is based on assumntions
'soot and CO yields) that are not validated via anv test data or other available data sources. The Yields used are based on
en2ineerin2 iud2ment and need further study to make a firm recommendation.

V'
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a
with esca~ routes.
The results showed that none of the fuel tarRets out into the models would i2Dite based on the desi&n fires chosen. This

indi e t

tenabilitv thresholds and tvnicallv with the larger (2-L) 0_5-&al sRills. Due to the lack of mrinkler activation- it is
imDOrtant to address the hazard from nroducts of combustion such as smoke or CO more than the hazards from heat or the
actUal fire.

Copyri,hl 0 2CMM All RiItIIs Rcxrved
NATIONAL FIRE PROTECTION ASSOCIATION


